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SENATE MINUTES 
April 28, 1980 
1270 
1. Remarks from Vice President and Provost Martin 
CALENDAR 
2. 266 Proposed Amendment to the Bylaws of the University Faculty 
Senate (memo from John Tarr, 4/16/80). Docketed in regular 
order. Docket 215. 
3. 267 Report of ad hoc committee 
from Loree Rackstraw, 4/16/80). 
report and express the Senate's 
submission. 
on Interdisciplinary Studies (letter 
Approved motion to receive this 
appreciation for the reports 
4. 268 Proposed Investigation of the Feasibility and Ramifications 
of Increasing Admission Standards (letter from James Macmillan, 
Paul Rider and 14 others, 4/14/80). Docketed in regular order. 
Docket 216. 
5. 269 Request to Divide the Department of Business into Three 
Departments (letter from Dean Robert Waller, 4/10/80). Docketed 
in regular order. Docket 217. 
OLD/NEW BUSINESS 
6. Correction to Senate Minutes #1268 
7. Announcement of the new members of the Faculty Senate for 1980-81. 
8. Appointment of Professor Edward Amend to serve on the Committee on 
Disciplinary Action for a two year term. 
DOCKET 
9. 262 212 Rationale for the General Education Program at UNI (letter 
from Genera~ Education Committee, 3/21/80). Approved. 
10. 263 213 Basis for Eligibility of a Purple and Old Gold Award for 
Meritorious Scholarship (memo from Fred W. Lott, 3/26/80). Approved. 
11. 266 215 Proposed Amendment to the Bylaw$ of the University Faculty 
Senate (memo from John Tarr, 4/16/80). Approved. 
12. 268 216 Proposed Investigation of the Feasibility and Ramifications 
of Increasing Admission Standards (letter from James Macmillan, Paul 
Rider and 14 others, 4/14/80). Approved as amended. 
r 
.. .,. 
. 
The University Faculty Senate was called to order at 4:05 p.m., April 28, 
1980, in the Board Room by Chairperson Tarr. 
Present: Abel, Cawelti, D. Davis, Geadelmann, Gillette, R. Gish, Hollman, 
G. A. Hovet, Metcalfe, Millar, Schurrer, D. Smith, M. B. Smith, 
Tar:r, TePaske, Thomson, Wiederanders, J. F. Harrington (ex officio) 
Alternates: None 
Absent: J. Alberts, Evenson, Schwarzenbach, Vajpeyi 
Members of the press were requested to identify themselves. Kathy Armstrong 
from the Northern Iowan and Jeff Moravec of the Cedar Falls Record were in 
attendance. 
1. Vice Pres ident and Provost Martin rose and addressed the Senate. He 
indicated there was no new information concerning the Governor's budget. He 
indicated that it appears money will be available for the completion of the 
generator project at UNI. He indicated that this may be very important to 
the university in the future if the university, rather than the state, is 
held responsible for payment of energy costs. 
He indicated that the Ed.D. proposal would appear to be coming to the Board 
at the June meeting. He said the delay is caused by the consultant's re-
port and the Board Office position paper not being ready at this time. 
Calendar 
2. 266 Proposed Amendment to the Bylaws of the University Faculty Senate 
(memo from John Tarr, 4/16/80). 
M.B. Smith moved, Metcalfe seconded, to docket in regular order. Motion 
passed. Docket 215. 
3. 267 Report of ad hoc Committee on Interdisciplinary Studies (letter 
from Loree Rackstraw-,- 4/16/80). 
M. B. Smith moved, Hollman seconded, to receive this report and to express the 
Senate's appreciation•f6<'f i11s &wl3m~schm. Motion passed. 
Question was raised if any Senate action was needed for the filling of the 
vacancy on the committee. Chairperson Tarr indicated he has notified the 
Committee on Con~ittees of this vacancy. 
4. 268 Proposed Investigation of the Feasibility and Ramifications of In-
creasing Admission Standards (letter from James Macmillan, Paul Rider, and 
fourteen others, 4/14/80). 
M. B. Smith moved, Metcalfe seconded, to docket in regular order. Motion 
passed. Docket 216. 
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S. 269 Request to Divide the Department of Business into Three Depart-
ments (letter from Dean Robert Waller, 4/10/80). 
M. B. Smith moved, Metcalfe seconded, to docket in regular order. Motion 
passed. Docket 217. 
Old/New Business 
6. Correction to Senate Minutes #1268. On page 0, item 10, line 8 should 
read "The Conunittee on Committees will ... " instead of "the committees will ... '' 
7. Chairperson Tarr announced the election of five new people to the 1980-81 . 
University Senate. Those people are: Joan Du~Thomas Remington, Erwi~ ~ 
Richter, Roy Sandstrom, and Virgil Noac~ · 
8. The Senate had been informed of a vacancy on the University Committee on 
Disciplinary Action. . ~ J _:: 1, d;/" 
_ . --• ..- : 6, .I (/§ 1 '>? f?Zl"!¢1~ !:! I r LJ?-- _._ ---yu-rri.A/r~ 4 
M. B. Smith r.v1Hl, TAos tR .aeesttaalikj ~ nomb tis: pf Professor Edward Amend 
to fill the vacanc.y on the Committee on Disciplinary Action. 
-tho K'~IJ 
Wiederanders moved, and ~ .. s seconded, that nominations cease and a unani-
mous ballot be cast. Motion passed. 
Docket 
9. 262 212 Rationale for the General Education Program at UNI (letter from 
the General Education Committee, 3/21/80). The Senate had before it the 
following communication : See pages 4-8. 
Metcalfe moved, G. A. Hovet seconded, the adoption of the rationale. 
Professor Dean Talbott rose and addressed the Senate. He indicated that the 
first responsibility of the General Education Committee was the creation of 
the rationale for the General Education Program. He stated the Committee began 
its deliberations approximately one year ago. Professor Talbott indicated that 
in the fall and spring semesters the Committee divided into sub-groups that 
corresponded with the categories of the General Education Program. Department 
heads and instructors in those categories were invited to attend meetings of 
the sub-groups and of the entire committee to discuss the proposed rationale. 
Pro f~r Talbott stated that based on those discussions several changes were 
made~ the rationale and that he believed the committee had arrived at -a 
rationale which approaches a cons ensus. 
Senator M. B. Smith asked about the routing of this document. He questioned if 
after the Faculty Senate acts if the proposal must go to the entire faculty. 
Professor Talbott indicated that this rationale will become effective upon 
the consent of the Senate. 
Question was called. Motion passed. 
Senator Wiedcranders on behalf of the Senate voiced its appreciation to the 
committee for this report. 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa so61 3 
March 21, 1980 
Professor John Tarr, Chair 
University Faculty Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear John: 
The University Faculty when it approved the General 
Education Program on October 9, 1979, gave the General 
Education Committee as one of its first tasks the devel-
opment of "clear rationale for general education category" 
to be approved by the University Senate before being used 
as guidelines for course selection. 
The commi·ttee met with faculty members who teach general 
education courses, heads of departments with courses in 
the general education program, and other interested faculty 
members in order to obtain the widest possible number of 
suggestions. In addition the committee met weekly during 
the Fall and Spring semesters. We feel that we have been 
successful in achieving a consensus. 
The enclosed rationale for the General Education Program 
at U.N.I. is submitted to the University Faculty Senate 
for approval. 
Sincerely, 
// /1' I .t.J, 
/cl/!4 1{ .~i !1-/f/ -
Robert D. Talbott, Chair 
General Education Committee 
RDT:l 
Enclosure 
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.. 
3/20/80 
General Education 
General Education may be defined as that combination of knowledge, ideas 
and values by which a student prepares for understanding and learning 
throughout his or her life. This education should clearly supplement 
previous study by granting each university student an awareness of the 
significance and integrity of human culture in its broadest sense. The 
university experience should result not only in specialized insights and 
abilities but also in the awareness of how forms of knowledge converge into 
a unified whole. General Education should be shaped, therefore, in terms 
of the faculty's mission of providing basic literacy in the fundamentals 
of human culture and knowledge. That such a basic cultural and cognitive 
literacy should be provided for every student is a traditional goal of 
university study. The General Education Program is divided into twelve 
categories. 
Category 1: Principles of the Physical Universe 
In order to provide the student an opportunity to develop knowledge, 
understanding, and appreciation of the physical universe, courses in 
this category investigate aspects of human knowledge that are used to 
characterize the physical universe. The concepts of matter and energy 
are explored in various ways that include treatment of natural laws as 
they relate to the structure of matter and the behavior of energy in 
physical systems. Consideration is given to organizational models and 
schemes on the microscopic and macroscopic levels ranging from the intimate 
structure of atoms and molecules to large-scale organization on the cosmic _ 
level. 
These courses emphasize scientific inquiry in terms of the knowledge that 
it generates us well as the processes that it involves. They emphasize 
science as a human activity that involves the creativity of the scientist 
and the historical context in which the scientist functions. 
Category 2: Life and Its Interrelationships 
Students need to be aware of life and its interrelationships. Therefore, 
courses in this cAtegory focus on scientific inquiry into the behavior of 
living systems and their relationships with one another as well as with the 
environment. Attention is given to the biological principles used to 
characterize living systems and to the processes by which these principles 
are derived. Consideration is given to the roles of structure and of function 
on the molecular, cellular, and organismic levels in the behavior of a system. 
The role of evolution is also explored. 
As in the previous category, the human aspects of science are emphasized in 
terms of the creativity of the scientist and the actions by which an under-
standing of Ll1e biological world develops. 
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Category 3: l!umnn Identity nnd Rclntionshlps 
The individual must develop an awareness of human identity and relation-
ships. To acl1ieve that understanding, the courses in this category include 
the study of the psychological bases for human behavior, the exploration of 
cultural conditions that affect human behavior, and the examination of 
philosophical, the ological, and ethical princ iples that influence behavior. 
Category '•: Societies: Institutions, Systems, Ideologies 
A student should be knowledgeable about the organization of societies. 
The courses in this category are designed to help student formulate ed-
ucated opinions that will allow them to operate more effectively in society. 
The principles and mechanisms by which societies function can best be under-
stood through a study of economics, political science, sociology, geography, 
and anthropology. These courses explore and compare structures and processes 
and emphasize the interrelatedness of institutions, systems, and ideologies. 
Category 5: Sources of Western Civilization 
To appreciate the society of which we are a part, educated Americans must 
have an understanding of the artistic, ethical, intellectual, and religious 
developments of Western Culture within the historical context . The main 
purpose of courses in this category is to provide the student with the 
necessary intellectual knowledge and historical background to develop 
that understanding and to enlarge the perspective of our culture and of 
ourselves. Courses should have an emphasis upon the broad cultural context 
and include literature, the arts, philosophy, history, and religion. 
Category 6: Civilization and Culture of the United States 
In order to devP.lop responsible citizenship, the individual must have a 
knowledge and appreciation of the heritage of society, our immediate cul-
ural environment. Through understanding of the past of the United States, 
the citizen may better understand the individual 1 s role and responsibilites · 
in this society, and the strengths and frailties of that society and, thus, 
better understand the present and the future. To achieve the understanding 
necessary to accomplish this goal, courses should concentrate on the broader 
context of our soc iety and its development through history. 
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Cutcgury 7: OLher Cultural on<.l Sub-Cultural Trutl1tiona 
An educated American cannot be provincial in the sense of being ignorant 
of other cultures nnd other times. A crucinl differ ence between the 
educated and the uneducated is the extent to which one'e life experience 
is viewed in wider contexts. The common aim of all courses in this 
category is to expand the student's range of cultural experience and to 
provide fresh perspectives on the student's own cultural assumptions 
and traditions. Courses should include consideration of the historical 
background and contemporary aspects of the culture under study. As much 
as possible they should devote attention to religious and ethical values, 
social systems, intellectual trends, and literary and artistic achieve-
ments. The cultures studies in this category will be living cultures 
and represent major cultural traditions other than the Western European 
world. 
Catenary 8: Environment, Technology and the Future 
An educated individual must be aware of the environment and technology 
and the potential for the future. Therefore, the courses in this · 
category deal with the varieties of interrelationships among humans, 
their environment, their technology, and their future choices. Students 
will be made aware of how the natural and social environments interact, 
how cultural values influence present behavior and attitudes toward 
change, and how society's willingness and ability to live within the 
limits of it s cnvironmPnt will affect thi s runge of al ternative futures. 
Category 9: Corrununicative Process 
Essential to the understanding of human communication is that a person 
have experienced tlt e discovery and creation involved in using a language. 
The corrunon aim of .'Ill the courses in this category is to actively involve 
the student in oral and/or written language growth, essential to t he 
achieving of effective conununication and the full development of an 
individual's latent potentialities as a civilized human being. 
Category 10: Mathematical and Scientific Processes 
The student should develop an understanding of human progress in evolving 
methods and models to describe the world around us. The courses in this 
category should lend insight into how humans perceive and have perceived 
that world and should emphasize how they attempt rationally to discover 
or impose both quantitative and structural order on what they have 
observed. The courses should contribute to the appreciation of how 
such models are developed and used to explain observed phenomena as 
well as to predict future behavior in a wid e variety of disciplines. 
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·, 
The indivic.Junl offerings should not he directed primarily toward a specific 
applied discipline or major but should have clear applicablity for students 
in a wide range of programs at the university. This categor'y includes 
courses designed to improve the student's ability to communicate quanti-
tatively and to understand, interpret, and evaluate the results of such 
qunnlilative activity. 
An awareness of the role of the computer and its i.mpact on society is 
an importa11t part of the general education of any citizen, and such 
courses should be included in this category. 
Category 11: Artisitic Processes 
Use of the creative imagination empowers humans to experience and express 
truths about themselves and their world that are not discoverable by 
empirical modes of inquiry. In order to understand these truths, students 
need to be actively involved in the creative and analytical processes of 
artistic modes. Courses in this category will focus on the processes of 
creativity, the language and symbolic structures by which they are 
expressed, and the tangible products of the imagination, namely those 
found in art, drama, film, literature, and music. 
Category 12: Physical Education and Health 
The student must be provided opportunitites to improve physical skills, 
knowletlge, ;~nd attitudes to levels commcnsurute with individual interest 
and ability and to devleop personal lifestyles consistent with positive 
total hcnlth concepts. Through guided instruction and/or participation, 
these courses should enhance the physical, mental, and social development 
of the individual. 
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10. 263 213 Basis for Eligibility of the Purple and Old Gold Award for 
Meritorious Scholarship (memo from Fred W. Lott, 3/26/80). The Senate 
~'J. before it the following communication: See pages 10 and 11. 
D. Davis moved, Schurrer seconded, the adoption of the recommendation contained 
on page 2 of this memo. 
Senator Geadelmann questioned the need for the change in the grade point quali-
fication. She stated that since the award is given by the department, it is the 
prerogative of the department to select the student whom they believe is de-
serving. Sl1c stated thnt since only one awarJ is given per department, this 
honor is not diminished by the number of pcopJc who may qualify for the award. 
Senator M. B. Smith stated that the awards are university awards that are 
based on all-t1niversi ty & and are not simply a parochial award given by 
departments. ~ f~~ 
Senator Wiederanders inquired if the grade point average was the only criterion 
for selection. Assistant Vice President Lott indicated that the grade point 
average was the only university requirement, however, that departments then 
made the individual selection. He pointed out that a department does not have 
to select the student with the highest grade point average. Dr. Lott pointed 
out that this award is designed to be the university's most prestigious award. 
He stated that if you get an award that one-third of the senior class could 
have received, that the prestige of the award is diminished. 
Senator D. Smith pointed out that the scholarship requirement is the initial 
screen and that departments are then able to usc activities of the student 
as additional information in the selection process. 
Senator Wiederandcrs inquired if it was overly burdensome for the department 
or the selection committee to look at the entire list of students who may be 
eligible for the Purl'·ple and Old Gold !\ward. Senator Davis indicated that in 
his School the numbers of students eligible have been quite large and that 
raising the gpa requirement would aid in the initial screening process. 
Senator Cawelti inquired as to why 3.5 was selected as the minimum grade 
point requirement. Assistant Vice President Lott pointed out the need for 
a specific recommendation level and to the percentage of students who would 
still be eligible for a Purple and Old Gold Award based on the increased gpa. 
Senator Gish asked if the monetary award of $50 was a permanent change or 
for this year only. Assistant Vice President Lott indicated the university 
has definitely moved from $25 to the $50 figure. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion passed with one dissenting vote. 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls , Iowa so61 1 
Office of Academic Affairs 
AREA 319 273·2517 
TO: 
FROM : 
RE: 
DATE: 
Professor John Tarr, Chair 
University Faculty,Renate 
Fred W. Lot t ...:}. t<J. X:. 
Office of Academic Affairs 
Purple and Old Gold Awards 
March 26, 1980 
Each year at commencement , a number of baccalaureate 
graduates who excel in scholarship in various academic 
areas and who excel in various activities are given the 
Purple and Old Gold award. The students selected receive 
a special certificate at the commencement exercises and a 
$25 monetary award . The Purple and Old Gold Awards, ini-
tiated in 1939, have generally been considered to be the 
highest awards made to graduating seniors . 
About a year ago a UNI faculty rtLember while compiling a 
list of departmental Purple and Old Gold awards called 
attention of the university community through a letter to 
the Norther n Iowan that this honor was not recorded on the 
---
recipient •s official record and that the monetary award had 
not changed since it was established in 1939. 
We have made some progress in this. Since May 1979 the 
awards have been entered on the student transcript and 
a doubling of the monetary award to $50 has been autho-
rized for May 1980. 
I am writing about another aspect of these awards which 
merits attention . The current eligibility requirements for 
the awards for meritorious scholarship are that the student 
must be a senior with 
a ) a grade index of 3.25 for 96 or more hours 
at UNI, or 
b) a grade index of 3 . 35 for 64-95 hours at UNI 
at the time of graduation. 
These requirements were last considered in 1959 when the 
Faculty Senate established alternative b) above so that 
graduates of two-year colleges transferringto UNI would 
have a chance to become eligible . There is some indication 
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Professor John Tarr 
March 26, 1980 
Page 2 
in the minutes of those meetings (see Senate Minutes #664, 
#666, #667 for Oct. 26, Nov. 9 and Nov. 23, 1959) that the 
3.25 grade index of alternative a) has not changed since 
the awards were initiated in 1939. Since average grades 
have risen substantially in the last twenty years, I am 
suggesting that the Senate consider the following change 
(to take effect for awards made for the 1980-81 academic year). 
Recommendation. Basis for Eligibility of a Purple and Old 
Gold Award for Meritorious Scholarship: Senior classification 
with 
a) a grade index of 3.50 for 96 or more hours at 
UNI, or 
b) a grade index of 3.60 for 64-95 hours at UNI 
at the time of graduation. 
Information from the Registrar's Office indicates that of 
992 seniors applying for graduation in May 1980, 337 or about 
34.0% have a grade index of 3.25 or above. There are 160 
of the 992 seniors, about 16.1%, who have a grade index of 
3.50. A change from about 1 in 3 seniors to about 1 in 6 
seniors eligible for this honor would enhance the prestige of 
these awards. 
11. 266 215 Proposed Amendment to the Bylaws of the University Faculty 
Senate (memo from John Tarr, 4/14/80). The Senate had before it the following 
communication: See page 12. 
M. B. Smith moved, Schurrer seconded, the amendment be made part of the 
Bylaws of the University Faculty Senate. 
Motion pas sed with two Jlssenting votes. 
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U N I V E R S I T Y 0 F N 0 R T H E R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa )0613 
University Faculty 
University Faculty Senate 
To: University Faculty Senate 
From: John Tarr 
Re: Proposed Amendment to the Bylaws of 
the University Faculty Senate 
1980 April 16 
At the 'present time the Bylaws of the University Faculty Senate do not agree with 
the recently amended Constitution of the Faculty of the University of Northern Iowa. 
Therefore I propose to amend "Section 2 Members hi p11 and "2 .l Terms 11 as fellows: 
Proposed amendment 
2. MEMBERSHIP. The Senate shall be 
composed of members from each unit 
according to the following formula: 
Two senators from units with less 
than 75 members, three senators 
from units with 75-150 members, and 
four senators from units with more 
than 150 faculty. 
2.1 Terms. Terms shall normally be for 
three years. Terms shall be staggered 
within each unit insofar as possible. 
Present wording 
2. MEMBERSHIP. The Senate shall be 
composed of twenty-one elected 
members: Three members from each 
of the undergraduate colleges to 
be elected by and from the full 
faculty of that college; three 
members to be elected by and from 
the university faculty at-large; 
three members to be elected by and 
from the non-instructional faculty. 
2.1 Terms. Terms shall normally be for 
three years, with terms of one-third 
of each group defined in 2 (above) 
to expire each year. 
The term "unit" in the proposed amendment shall mean the instructional faculty of each 
undergraduate college (or unit which functions as a college) and the non-instructional 
faculty of the University. (Presently there are six units: the instructional faculties 
of (1) College of Education, (2) College of Humanities and Fine Arts, (3) College of 
Natural Sciences, (4) College of Social and Behavior Sciences, (5) School of Business, 
and (6) the non-instructional faculty of the University.) 
Implementation of this proposed amendment would be in the manner stated by the Chair of 
the Faculty at the time the Constitution was amended. Essentially the changes will be 
made through attrition with all persons elected prior to the passage of the amendment 
to the Constitution continuing to serve until their terms expire. 
The Bylaws may be amended by a t\<10-thi rds vote of the Senate. 
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12. 268 216 Proposed Investigation of the feasibility and Ramifications of 
Increasing Admission Standards (letter from James Macmillan, Paul Rider and 
fourteen others, 4/1 /80). The Senate had before it the following correspondence: 
See pages 14, 6. 
9 
M. B. Smith moved, Gillette ~conded, that the Senate adopt the recommendations. 
Senator M. B. Smith questioned the reporting date to the Senate as shown 
in the correspondence. He indicated this time may be too short in relation-
ship to the demands of the report. 
Professor Paul Rider indicated that interest has been expressed in this 
area by the University of Iowa and that has caused a desire on our part to 
start moving in this ~~~_u~~·~n~dicated that he would believe that an amend-
ment~ay be in order to allow for additional investigation and 
formulat1on t1me. 
Question on the motion to amend was called. Motion to amend passed. 
Senator Wiederanders inquired as to the legal ramifications of this area 
based on the fact that we are a state supported institution. He pointed out 
that it appears that the quality of the students seem to be going down in a 
time when the State of Iowa has initiated an extensive area school system. 
He questioned how this could have happened. 
Senator Davis pointed out that high school students currently have many more 
options of courses to choose from. He stated that sometimes the students are 
not selecting those courses which best prepare them for college. lie stated 
that this is the area in which this investigation must be centered. 
Senator Gillette inquired if some co-signers of the communication would 
like to be appointed to this committee. He pointed out that it should be 
clearly understood that whatever the committee reports back to the Senate 
may or may not be accepted by the Senate. 
Question on the motion was called. Motion as amended was passed with one 
dissenting vote. 
Chairperson Tarr indicated that he would appoint the members to his committee 
and report back to the Senate on the committee's composition at the next 
meeting. 
- D. Davis moved, J. F. Harrington seconded, to adjourn. Motion passed. The 
Senate adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Philip L. Patton, Secretary 
These minutes shall stand approved as published unless corrections or protests 
are filed with the Secreatry of the Senate within two weeks of this date, 
May 5, 1980. 
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U N IV E R S IT Y 0 F N 0 R THE R N I 0 W A · Cedar Falls, Iowa s-o613 
Oup11rtm11nt of Chemistry 
AREA 319 273-2437 
John Tarr, Chairperson 
University Faculty Senate 
University of Northern Iowa 
Dear John: 
14 April 1980 
Several members of the faculty have developed a concern in recent years in 
regard to the level and quality of preparation of our incoming freshman 
students in relation to their readiness to perform academically at the 
collegiate level. According to statistics available from the Admissions 
Office covering the years from 1971 through 1979, there has been a steady 
decline in the percentage of students entering the university with high 
ranking in their high school class and high composite ACT scores. For 
example, in 1971 over 12% of those entering ranked in the top 10% of their 
class and had ACf composite scores above 27. In 1979, this same group con-
stituted only 6.5% of entering freshman. On the other hand, in 1971 only 
4. 7% of entering freshman ranked in the lower half of their high school 
class and had composite ACT scores at or below 20. This group constituted 
15.1% of entering freshmen in 1979. In a broader context, 70.6% of the 1971 
entering class ranked i.n the top half of their class and had ACT scores of 
21 or above. This dropped to 46.7% in 1979. These figures are apparently 
consistent with national trends but still represent a source of concern for 
those of us who are charged with the responsibility of providing quality 
educat1on for our students. 
It has also become apparent that serious problems have arisen in relation to 
the incoming skill level of our students relative to their ability to com-
municate in writing, to read effectively, and to utilize fundamental mathe-
matics. These kinds of deficiencies apparently persist for many of our 
students throughout their collegiate careers. Recently, the faculty through 
actions by the Senate and other groups has made attempts to address these 
problems by implementation of the writing competency requirement, by develop-
ment of expanded remedial services through the Learning Skills Center, and 
by present considerations of a mathematics competency requirement. These are 
important efforts that serve to improve the situation but which do not address 
the fundamental origins of these problems. 
Many of us feel that serious attention should be given to admissions standards 
used to admit students to the university. A more restrictive set of standards 
might allow a selection process that would result in an incoming class of 
students that will be sufficiently prepared to assume the demands of a college 
education. While we are all aware of pending declines in enrollment in the 
future, it should not be assumed that tighter admissions standards will 
-14-
John Tarr, Chairperson 
Page 2 
14 April 1980 
accelerate these declines. The ability of an institution to attract good 
students is directly related to its academic reputation. The continued 
and increased admission of poorly prepared students who require remediation 
during their collegiate careers and who have a greater potential of not 
succeeding will not serve to enhance the academic reputation of any insti-
tution. There is also the ethical consideration of admitting poorly prepared 
students on the pretense that their preparation has been adequate when it 
really hasn't been, and then not having the resources or commitment to 
address their specific problems. 
We hope that the University Faculty Senate will address this important issue. 
In particular, we would like to offer the following recommendations for con-
sideration by the Senate. · 
We recommend 
that the University Faculty Senate authorize the Chair of the 
Senate to form an ad hoc committee of six individuals to investigate 
the feasibility and possible ramifications of increasing admission 
standards at the University of Northern Iowa. 
that the composition of the committee consist of three faculty 
members, two individuals from the Admissions Office, and one 
individual from the Registrar's Office. 
that the committee be formed as soon as possible during the 
presen~ semester. 
make its first 
that the committee be instructed to/report back to the Senate by 
the end of the first nine weeks of the fall semester with its 
findings and any recommendations that it may wish to make regarding 
admissions standards. 
Shaul d the Senate see fit to implement the above recommendations, we feel that 
much . can be accomplished in determining how admissions standards influence the 
nature of our incoming students and how possible changes might result in the 
admission of students who are better prepared for their college studies. 
G. 
to express our appreciation to the Senate for any consideration 
give to this matter. 
? ::!iate Pro_f{;J .. 
\7cuce f . \}'(;_!2.2/\ 
Paul "E. Rider 
Pr0fessor 
-15-
.. . 
Co-signers for letter to John Tarr (14 April 1980) 
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Jamea c. Chang, lrofe•sor of Chemistry 
Wanda Wehner, Asst. Professor of Chemistry 
L. A. McGrew . Head, Department of 
rhemistry 
Robert W. Hanson, Professor of Chemistry 
and Science Education 
Darrel W. Davis, Associate Professor of 
Accounting 
B. Wylie Anderson, Head, Economics 
David A. Walker, Associate Professor of History 
Donna Maier, Assistant Professor 
James C. Cobb, Assistant Professor 
Erwin Richter, Associate Professor of Chemistry 
Ralph Scott, Professor, Ed Psych & Found. 
Jeffrey Luftig, Assoc. Professo r , Ind. Tech. 
Alan Orr, Professor of rliology 
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0.:. , Crz~ ' -,..::l-1'-"'/ /-.-L--, ,.-. Judith F, 
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llarrins~ton, Assistant 1-'rofeRsor 
Communicative Disorders 
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